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I. Amerika.

Aud ber Shnobe. Daf die beiben Difiritte in Siibamerifa gang im
Sinn und @eift der WVater arbeiten, ergibt fid) aud ifren Vldttern, dem
»Eb.-2uth, Sirdjenblatt fiir Sitbamerita” (Porto Alegre) und bem ,Ev.s
LQuih. Sirdjenboten” (Crespo, Argentinien). Nidht nur die Gemeindenadys
tidjten und die Veridhte aus den Diftritten find intereffant, fonbern bes
fonberd aud) bie gebiegenen Lefrartifel. uf dicfe MWeife erzicht man ein
crfenninidreidied Voll, das bdie Grundlage der recjien itberze
Bat. Gine fehr wertvolle Arbeit: ,Weldjed ift dic malre fidjtbare Stirde
auf Erden?” fam Hirglid) gum UAbjuf. — Jm Atlantic Bulletin Iird
ber Jahrhunbertfeier gu Ehren P. Johann Paul Bevers gebadjt, der mit
Redjt 3u den Witern ded Oftend geredinet vird, da er bon 1871 an im
Lftlidien Diftrift ftand, von 1880 bid zu feinem Tobe im Jahre 1005 an
ber ©t. Johannidgemeinde in Brooflyn. — Die Veridjte ded Albertas und
Britifh Columbias und ded Minnejota-Diftritd zeigen, daf die Miffionare
eine anerfennensiverte Freudigleit im Griinben neuer Miffionsplige an ben
Tag Iegen. JIn Minnefote allein werden fedsS tveitere FPoften genannt,
bon benen jebenfalld cinige in abfehbarer Jeit ihre cigenen Miffionare
haben toerdben. Daf fidh dburd) Gotted Gnabde iiberall mweitere Tiiren aufs
hm, wenn wir nur mit rediten Miffionsaugen Ausdfdhau Halten, eigt aud)
cin Pojten in Nebrasfa. Dort wurde ein Paftor auf ein Stiadiden aufs
mertjant, o offenbar zu ivenig tirdlidje Arbeit getan twurde. Die Arbeit
ourde begonnen, und bad Refultat ift, daf fiber 50 Sinder getauft worben
find und an bic 80 Erivadjfenc jept im lnterridt jtefen. — Dad Diftrilids
blatt bon Jotva betont in der Julinummer befonders die djriftlidhe Gemeindes
fdule, aud) burd) den Drud wilf feiner Bilber. — Die beiden Diftrilte
in Nebrasdla feicrn diejed Jabr ihr goldenes Jubildum. Die Julinummer
be8 ,Siib-Nebrasla-Dijtrittsboten” ijt cine befonbdere Feftnummer, die aud
bie Jubelfonferenz in Semward ankiindigt. Eine anjdaulide Sdilberung
bon Bujtinben in ber Rionicrzeit twird in Artileln iiber dic Arbeit P. A. BW.
Frefes, cined Pionicrs im Staate, gegeben. — BWon allgemeinem Interefie
ift bad Jubildum der Dreicinigleitdgemeinde in Millwanutfee, da biefe gleidys
fam bie Muttcrgemeinde aller unferer Gemeinben in Millwaulee ift. Die
Stonftitution der Gemeinde wurbde am 27, Oliober 1847 angenommen. Die
Jubelfeier fand am Shnodalfonntag biefes Yahres ftatt. — Laut der Julis
nummer ded Lutheran Deaconess ift bie Jafhl ber Diafanifjen innerhalb
ber Ghnobdalfonfereng jeit 1924 von 8 auf 42 gejticgen. 1nd nodj find bie
Mdglicdhleiten diefer Arbeit nidht erfdspft. B.C.8.

Prof. Henry Eyster Jacobs Deceased. — When this well-known
theologian passed out of this life on July 7, the U. L. C. lost one of its
prominent leaders. Dr. Jacobs was born November 10, 1844, at Gettysburg,
Pennsylvania. After graduation he served as tutor and teacher at several
colleges, likewise doing pastoral work for a short period, till in 1883 he
was called to become professor of systematic theology in the Lutheran
Theological Seminary, now located at Mount Airy, succeeding the dis-
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tinguished champion of Lutheran orthodoxy in the General Council, Charles-
Porterfield Krauth. From that time till his death he was connected with.
the seminary, serving as its president from 1020 to 1927; in 1927 his
son, Dr. Charles Michael Jacobs, became his successor. Besides teaching:
he did a prodigious amount of work as translator, author, and editor. By
translating the Book of Concord and issuing it with comprehensive intro-
ductions, ho made the whole Lutheran Church of America his debtor. An-
other translation of his of note is Schmid’s Doctrinal Theology of the
LZutheran Church, in which he collaborated with Dr. C. A. Hay. Of the
many books which he wrote probably these are the chief ones: The Lu-
theran Movement in England, History of the Lutheran Church in America,
Life of Martin Luther, Summary of the Christian Faith, and the Lutheran
Cyclopedia, Dr.J. A. W. Haas cooperating with him in the production of
the last-named work. His work on dogmatics, Summary of the Christian
Faith, testifies through its comprchensiveness and brevity to his talents
as instructor. It was among other things the faculty for concise, terse
statement here displayed which made his church-body select him as one
of the men who drafted the constitution of the U.L.C. While we cannot
approve of his willingness to tolerate views and tendencies in his Church
which were manifestly wrong, we are grateful for the many ways in which
he aided the Lutheran Church effectively and successfully to do its work
in this country. A,
Amnlgamating the Law of the Tithe and the Principle of Free-
'Will Offerings. — First rcestablish the law of the tithe. It can be done in
various ways. Here is how N. B. Herrell docs it in Zithing Facts: “Abra-
ham is the father of us all who are in the faith, Rom. 4,106. He gave tithes
of all, Gen, 14, 20. Jesus said: ‘If ye were Abraham’s children, ye would do
the works of Abraham,” John 8,39. . .. Christ and the Tithing System. —
Christ, on meeting the Chureh, found them backslidden along spiritual lines,
such as judgment, merey, and faith, but along the line of tithing he found
that they had not forgotten Malachi’s strong message. He upbraided them
for their neglect of more weighty matters, but commended them on the
tithing system, Matt. 23, 32. He found that the Pharisees paid tithes of
all, Luke 18, 10—12. He said that our rightcousness must exceed that of
the Pharisces, Matt. 5, 20. . . . Paul and the Churches. — Paul, in giving
orders to the churches which he had oversight of, said that they should lay
by them in store on the first day of the week as God had prospered them
that there be no gatherings when he came. Paul was talking to a church,
to every member of that church. He said for that church to lay by in store
(or put their tithes from their prosperity into the church treasury) that
there be no gathering when he came. The idea throughout the Bible is that
God’s children are to have enough pure and undefiled religion and love for
God that they will bring of their own free will the tithes and offerings into
His house and treasury that His work may prosper.” Reestablishing the
law of the tithe, however, must not nullify the Christian principle of free-
will offerings, of glad and generous giving from love of God and the Savior.
That blessed principle is enunciated too clearly in the New Testament. So
the two must be amalgamated. N. B, Herrell amalgamates the two prin-
ciples by demanding that the Christian observe the law of the tithe will-

ingly. Having offered the tenth part of his income freely, he has performed
45
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his full Christian duty. H. Gibbs Chase would effect a more thorough
amalgamation. Writing to the Living Church (June 4, 1932), he says:
“To the Editor: One single sentence in the editorial ‘The Next Step,’ in
your issue of May 21, is a trumpet-call. It should have been printed in
black-face type because it reaches right down to the root of things in that
it questions whether we ought not now to begin to place emphasis upon
paying to God what we owe to Him as an honest debt. The Episcopal
Church has mever emphasized the principle of tithing. Ought it not begin
to do so mow? This question is the most pertinent that could be asked.
Nine-tenths of our income is all that we can consider as rightly belonging
to us; the other tenth belongs to God. If we withhold that tenth from
Him, we are defrauding debtors to the degree of our shortage. . . . Those
who do not thus tithe are unwitting cheats, quite unconscious of their
dereliction in most cases because they have no knowledge that they owe
such a debt. It follows therefore that we cannot plume ourselves upon
being benevolent in money ways until we begin to make gifts to the work
of God as carried on by the Church and through other organized or un-
organized channels entirely over and above what we hand over in pay-
ment of our debt of one-tenth. . . .” That certainly covers the whole
situation. Both the reestablished law of the tithe and the New Testament
principle of free and generous giving are assigned their proper spheres.
It ought to work wonders in balancing the budget of the Church. For
one thing, it will puncture the complacency of those who imagine that, be-
cause they are tithers, they have fully kept the law of Christian giving.
They have not, according to H.G. Chase. As tithers they have done their
full Jewish duty. Now for their duty as Christinns! (There is of course
something wrong, too, with the conception that “nine-tenths of our income
is all that we can consider as rightly belonging to us; the other tenth
belongs to Gol.” Ten-tenths of our income, property, and possessions be-
long to God.)

It will not do to mix the Law and the Gospel. The consequences
would be disastrous. The Law can produce only unwilling service. The
legalism applied to one-tenth of our income will inevitably react on, and
contaminate, our dealing with the other nine-tenths. Better keep the
Gospel principle pure and unmixed. Paul never mentioned tithing when
he spoke of Christian giving. He did mention, first and last, the Savior.
He asked the Christians to gaze upon the thorn-crowned head of the Savior,
2 Cor. 8, 9. (Christl. Dogmatik, III, p. 63.) That induces men to bring
Christian offerings, Christian in quality and quantity.— “It goes without
saying that it does not partake of Old Testamental legalism when the
Christian, in a free and willing spirit, imposes the tithe or ‘the fifth’ upon
himself and also, following the advice of the apostle, 1 Cor. 16, 1. 2, observes
a system of regularity in his giving.” (Christl. Dog., 1. c.) It becomes
legalistic when the Christian seeks to impose the tithing system on others
a8 necessary or guasi-necessary iure divino or observes it himself in 2 servile
spirit, when, as in Herrell’s system, the free-will offering is surreptitiously
metamorphosed into the legal tithe. Notice how carefully the apostle
avoids the use of the word “commandment” in this connection. He re-
pudiates its use, 2 Cor. 8, 8. 9. — Was the apostle himself a tither? We
presume so. But he never makes mention of the fact. E.
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A Hard-Shell Prohibitionist. — Pastor G. F. Snyder is much dis-
gruntled. He resents the attempts being made at present to clear up the
prohibition muddle. And he does not like the Missourians. He voices his
feelings in a letter printed in the Lutheran of May 19, 1932: “Tampa,
Fla.— Dear Brother Melhorn: You have no iden how bad you made some
of your readers feel when they read your editorial on prohibition in the
issue of the Zutheren for March 31, in which you gave comfort, encourage-
ment, and assistance to the enemies of temperance and prohibition.” (The
editor had stated that he has held, whenever he wrote concerning this
matter, that the absolute prohibition of alcohol as a constituent of bev-
erages is desirable, that we cannot dodge the fact that the power of the
State was enlisted in 1920 to complete what education and moral instrue-
tion had largely, but not entirely accomplished, that, if the State refuses
or is unable to do what was committed to it in 1019, then conditions must
revert back to where they were, and that the whole question must be
given once more to the people for an explicit decision.) *“I have oiten
noticed when an editor begins to philosophize on & moral question, he says
a great many things on both sides, and when a man says things on both
sides of & moral question, he says many things on the wrong side. There
is but one side to a moral question — the children in my catechetical class
know that. . . . I for one Lutheran cmphatically protest against any
such recognition or resubmission to the people, excepting in the manner in
which the question was originally submitted as provided by law. What
we need to do is to teach our church-members to be real Christians and to
teach the rest of the people to be self-respecting, law-abiding citizens.
I was sent to Tampa five years ago by the Board of American Missions to
start the first United Lutheran Church in this city. Lutheranism has been
misrepresented here [?] for nearly forty years by a little independent Mis-
souri Synod church. During the war an Evangelical Lutheran church here
was forced by public sentiment to close. I am having a hard, up-hill job
trying to represent the United Lutheran Church to the people of this city
and to build up a congregation. Some of our members drink, and several are
against prohibition. What effect do you suppose your editorial as quoted
in the Tampa Morning Tribune will have upon our work here? . . .
G. T. Snyder.” E.

A Slight Disturbance within the Federal Council. —Says the
Living Church of June 11: “The United Lutheran Church, which, like the
Episcopal Church, is not a member of the Federal Council, but is a ‘con-
sultative body," has, through its New York synod, administered a mild,
but well-deserved rebuke to the Council. Says the Lutheran resolution:
‘Resolved, That the United Lutheran Synod of New York memorialize the
United Lutheran Church in America to request the Federal Council of
Churches of Christ in America that before making public pronouncements
and representations with regard to issues of public concern, for which pro-
nouncements and representations certain official church-bodies may not
wish to be held responsible, to ascertain first, when possible, the position
of all such bodies involved, consultative or otherwise, and to list any such
as may not be in agreement.’ To which we can only add, Amen.” Now, if
the United Lutheran Church and the Protestant Episcopal Church will ad-
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minister & stern rebuke to the Council for its modernistic leanings and

pronouncements and, upon the certain refusal of the Council to heed the

Christian admonition, sever all connection with it, we, too, will say, Amen.
E.

Americn Becoming Dechristianized. That Protestant circles in
America which during the past seventy-five years have shown little or no
interest in the Christian day-school, but rather have opposed it as un-
American, are beginning to sce that our present system of religious educa-
tion is not satisfactory, but is forming mercly n weak barrier against the
forces of outspoken unbelief and gross religious ignorance, can be seen from
an article in the Congregationalist, which bears the heading “Religion in
Education.” The writer quotes Prof. Wm. Adams Brown of Union Theo-
logical Seminary as saying, “America is rapidly becoming a pagan nation.”
The writer comments thus on this startling statement: “There is evidence
enough that he may be right. The emphasis being placed upon the mecha-
nistic philosophy in educational institutions is indicative of the trend. The
emphasis upon possessions as an end in themselves and the mad pursuit of
pleasure are pagan. Take such a statement as the following, quoted from
one who was a teacher in a so-called church college, as an example: ‘I hold
- - - that there is no good but human desires and their satisfaction and
that the moral problem is nothing more or less than to secure ever better
and more adequate means of satisfying these desires.” This is nothing more
nor less than paganism.”

The writer next speaks of a means parts of which the Church employed
to inculcate the Christian religion. “There was a time in which the Church
expected to create a Christian nation by means of revivalism; ... but
sober judgment does not indicate that a Christian nation is to be pro-
duced or maintained by this method.” The hope for America, says he,
lies “in a new emphasis upon the primary importance of Christian higher
education.” One wonders why the writer stresses higher education. Is
not what is needed, Christian education in general, to be applied to the
most formative years of life, six to fourteen, as much, or even more than,
to the years spent in high school and college? In speaking of higher
education, the article says: “Church colleges are the only ones broad
enough to take account of all life’s interests, including that greatest of all
human interests — religion.”

When the writer, in the following section of his article, maintains that
church colleges must not aim at perpetuating the doctrines of a particular
denomination, that they must not be narrowly sectarian, he is strongly
refuted by the course events have taken in his own denomination, that of
the Congregationalists. History has taught us that, where the emphasis
on doctrine was lacking, the emphasis on Christianity itself soon dis-
appeared, too; that, where not all the teachings of the Bible were taken
seriously, in a brief space one after the other of the so-called chief tenets
of the Scripture was treated lightly. To stem the tide of paganism, it is
not suflicient merely to teach the Sermon on the Mount. If the situation
is to be improved, it will have to be done by the earnest, faithful, un-
tiring proclamation and teaching of the full Gospel of Jesus Christ as
St. Paul and his fellow-apostles taught it. A
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II. XAusland.

BWie die Uniondleute e8 frilher frichen. Wenn man bebent, daf der
linionidmus feinem wefentlidfen CHaratter nad) Unechelichleit und Unlauters
Leit ijt (denn eB ift unehrlidh, Cinigleit borgugeben, wo feine Einigleit im
Glauben vorfhanden ijt; ed ift unehelid, mit Uniondformeln, mit Ja- und
Reinformeln, gu operieren; e3 ift unehrlidh, wenn ber Diener die Gitter
feined HCren veruntrent, twenn der Theolog dad geringfte Gottedwort preiss
gibt), fo wird man fidh nidht mwundern, wenn bie Nnionsleute aud vor lins
Touterfciten anberer Art fidj nicht fheven. D. MWerner Elect verfolgt einen
guten Bived, twenn er in feiner ,Morphologie bed3 Luthertums” an getvifje
Creignifje frilerer Beiten erinmert. ,Dad {patere bejtindige Dringen auf
linion bon feiten bed Calbinid8mus tritt daburd) in die ridtige Beleudjtung,
bafy ber Calvinidmus iiberall da, o er bemr Quihertum die ,Einbeit ded
ProtejtantidBmus’ einguhiammern verjudte, in urjpriinglidh utherijde Sirden=
gebiete cingebrungen twar. Daf feine ,Jrenil cine berjtedie Form bder
Hgitation fiir fid) felbjt tvar, Tann man bejonbders lehrreid) an dem pol-
nijden Agitator Johann a Lasco ftubieren, der ald ,armer Emigrant’ mit
cinem ¥nfang von 3iwei andern Predigern und 170 Seelen die [uiherijden
Lander von Dinemar? bis Wiicttemberg durdzog. Cr bejtand jtetd dars
auf, mit den Iutherifdhen Geijtlidien zu disputieren. Wenn er aber daraufs
Bin nidit al8 der Jhrige angejehen und behanbelt twourbe, erfiillte er die Welt
mit feinen Silagen iiber die Mitherijde Jntoleranz. Daf aud) die refors
mierte ,Jeenit* im 17. Jahrhundert bvielfad) cine verjtedte Ugitation fiic
bie cigene Jdee und dad ecigene politijdhe Redit war und jedenfalld Ieinerlei
Bergidht auf bie eigene Tonfejjionelle Pojition einjdlof, Hat H. Leube ebenjo
cindbrudsvoll tvie unividerleglich gegeigt (Ealbinidmus und Luibertum im
eitalter der Orthodoxic’).” (S.246.) ,Hat dod) ber fvegen jeiner ,Jrenit’
viclgeriimie Heidbelberger Parend jogar den reformierten Nitus bes Brots
bredjens ausbriidlidy bamit begriindet, dajj dabdburd) der ,®dfendienjt® ded
Tutherijdjen Abendmahld am griindlid)jten gebroden und dad ,Gdpenbild’
ded im Vrot gegentvdrtigen Chrijtus im Hergen ded BVolfed gejtiirat twerde.
Jn dicfem ,ivenijden Sl tourde immer fvieder bon der Iutherijden Abend-
maflslehre gejprodhen. Der Stonjenjus, den Calvin 1540 mit den Jiiridern
abjdylof, ftellte fie mit der romijdjen Wandlungslehre mwegen gleidher Abs
jurditdt auf cine Stufe. Die reformicrten Prediger gu Cmbden ftellten
fejt. baf im Tutherijdien AbendmafhlBritud ivegen bed babei gebraudyten
»Gobentoerts* ,gar fein lnteridjied zwijden inen und ben Papijten® fei.
Wenn man troff ber gehdufiten VBorwiirferdmifder Lehre
und romijder Abgdtterei bem Luihertum immer nies
der auf dber Brujt Iniecte, um ¢3 unter Leugnung der
snteridiedbe’ zu einer Union gu veranlafjfen — famn
man jid) wunbdern, twenn jdliejlid) die Gegner Leim Wort genommen fours
ben mit ber Fejtitellung, dbafy man den ,Papijten (ausgenonmien die Jejuis
ten)* tatjad)lidy niaber jtehe als den ,Calvinijten?” (. 272.) — dhnlides
Nantejpiel und gleidie gehijjige ~Jrenit” freiben aud) unjere lnionijten.
Da Haben fidh neulidh) die givei Vijdhdfe der Cpiffopalen in Mifjouri von
bem Grzunioniften D. Peter Ainslee und feiner Christian Unity League
verfiifren lafjen, eine gemeinfdhafilicie Abendmafisfeicr in der Christ Church
Cathedral pon St. Qouis abzuhalten und dabei gufammen mit einem Pres-
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byterianer, cinemt Stongregationaliften und anbern au amtieren. HNeben
bielen anbern protejtieriec aud) die Living Church gegen biefe Hanblungss
eife der Vijdjsfe al8 “direct deflance of the canon law of the Church”
¥ber bic Bijdjsfe Haben fid) gu Helfen getouft. “Canon 23 is entitled ‘Of
Persons Not Ministers of This Church Officiating in Any Congregation
thereof.” The diocesan officials in St.Louis managed to evade the letter
of this canon (though not, we think, its spirit and intent) by lending
the cathedral building to the Christian Unity League, so that the service
took place before a congregation of the league, not of ‘this church,’ and so
was exempt from the provisions of Canon 23. The subterfuge is a fairly
obvious one.” Dasd trifft ja nidt den cigentlidhen Nerv ded Bergelhens;
aber mit bem Ninfejpiel hat 3 feine Nidhtigleit. €8 Yeit weiter: “It is
a fundamental prineiple of the whole Catholic Church that only a priest”
(one who had episcopal consecration or ordination) “may validly cele-
brate the Holy Communion. . . . By participating in this service, not as
laymen, but officially as bishops of the Church, Drs. Johnson and Scarlett
not. only ‘suffered,” but definitely encouraged and approved, a man who
was not a priest (as clearly defined by the Church) to perform the most
sacred ritual act which the Church reserves for priests alone. If they
accept the doctrines of the Church (ns we assume they do, or they could
not honestly continue to act as bishop and bishop coadjutor of one of her
dioceses), participation in such a proceeding seems to us to be little short
of blasphemous. We can think of no other ritual act that would have
constituted so complete a violation and denial, not of the canons, but of
the fundamental doctrine of the Church.” (L. C., May 28, 1932.) €3
Hanbelt {idh) tvieder nidhit um die faljdje Lebre dber Epiffopalfirdje bon bder
Pricjteriveibe, jondern um bdie Unlauterteit dicfer Unionijten. Sie bringen
e3 iiber ihr Geivijjen, jid bon ciner Stirdje anjtellen 3u Ilajfen, beven Ords
nungen fie mit Fiigen treten. D. Peter Ainslee beteiligt fid) natiiclid aud
an ber bon ihm beranlaten Disfufjion — in edit unioniftijdher Weife.
Cr lajt nidts jpiiven von ber Licbe und Toleranz, die angeblid) bie linios
nijten befeelt. n jeinem Christian Union Quarterly geht ex mit denen,
bie getiffensdfalber ihm opponieren, fo um: “These denominations have
been able to get it across with many in their fold by labeling their atti-
tude of exclusiveness as ‘conscience,” “sacred,’” and so forth, perhaps a ‘God-
given trust’ It is high-sounding. . . . Take the Disciples, for instance”
(gu denen er felbft gehort). “They practise exclusiveness by receiving into
their membership only those who have been baptized by immersion. How-
ever devout and beautiful in Christian character, whether he be a Protes-
tant Episcopalian or a Presbyterian or a Methodist, he must stay outside.
A prominent minister of that denomination said: ‘I will never yield that
point lest I be counted a betrayer of Jesus Christ.” That is an astonishing
statement to come from an educated Christian minister. Never! Be-
trayer! What strange words to be associated with Christian fellowship,
as though our little opinions were infallible — impossible for us to be
” E.

X BWie fteht 3 in besug auf dben ,Bormarfd bed Katholizismus”? Hiers
iiber madjt bad ,Cbv. Deutidland” widjtige Mitteilungen. Wir Tefen:

__ »%Bom Bormarid ded Natholizismus’ wird — nidt gang mit Uncedt —
biel gefdjrieben. Daf aber foldes BVorartsbrangen aud) usdrud einec
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inneren ©dtodde fein lann, die bie Eroberung neuer Stitpuntte gur Lebenss
frage madit, {iberjicht man gutveilen. Einige Selbjtaeugnifie (nad§ bex ;Sdios
neren Bulunft’): Franfreid): ,Die Grofjtadibevillerung Franlreihs Tebt
gerabegu in einer feeljorgerfidhen WBerbanmung. Parid miifte, twenn auf
1,000 Cintwohner ein Priefter tommen follte, 4,800 Priejter Haben ftatt ber
gegenidrtigen 802. Die frangdfijdhe Priefternot duiert {idh aber nidht nur
al8 Organifationstrife, jondern aud) ald Priefterichiound. Bon 1900 bis
1980 oar bie Bafl ber Pricjtermeifen in Franfreid) um 18,000 geringer
al8 bic der Gterbefiille von Geiftlifen. Seit 1900 jind jebed [Yahr im
Durdhidhnitt 400 Priefter nidit erfelyt mworben. Der Prieftermangel fiihrt
gur {iberbiicbung der Secljorgearbeiter und gur fiberalterung ded Stlerus,
bex Ieine ,,Penjionicrung™ fennt. BVon 100 frangdfifdien Prieftern find 84
itber fedizig Jahre alt. BVon 1900 bis 1945 tvird durd) Priefterverluite,
Bildlich gejprodjen, die DHilfie der 87 Didzefen Franfreid)d aufgeldjt fein.’
Argentinien: ,E3 gibt ungeheure Gebiete dort, die niemald ein Priefter
betritt. ®ut cingeridjiete Autolapellen wireri ein unjdjatbarer Segen. Die
nad) Argentinien eintvandernden Spanier, jotvohl die Manner tvie die Frauen,
geben grofenteild dbem Tebendigen Glauben verloren.” Merifo: ,Auf Grund
der Vercinbarung gwijdien Staat und Nirde tourbdben den Sfatholifen beis
nafe jamtlide Kivden, nidt aber die Sdhulen und vor allem aud nicht die
bejdylagnahmien Vermdgensbejtinde und Stifiungen auritdgegeben; bdie bors
dem fo reidhe Stirdie Mexifod ijt Heute volljtindig berarmi. €8 {ind nidt
cinmal bie notigen Mittel borhanbden, um aud) nur cine geringe Jahl bon
Pricfterfandidbaten audzubildben. Dufsende grofer Silvjier und fatholijcher
Bildbungsanjtalten jichen leer. Die Fricbensvercinbarungen wijden firdje
und Staat Haben cigentlid) nur die brutale Berfolgung beenbdigt, nid)t aber
ben ftillen Stampf gegen die Kivdje.* Gangz getwify follen dieje Fejtftelungen
nidt bazu fiitbrem, dafj man fid) dburd) bie MNote cimer anbdern Stonfefjion
iiber dic Sdjiden und Glefahren, bie bie eigene bedrofen, LHintwegtiujdht.
Da3 {dlicht ja aber nidi aus, dajy man jid) cinen offenen Blid fiir bdie
Wabrheit in andbern Lagern DLelwahrt.” J.T.Mm.

Lubenborif madyt fich lacherlich. .JIn der BVeilage bon ,Ludenborfis
Boltsmarte’, Folge 4, bom 81. Januar 1932, ,Die Sippe’, Heifit e5 in einem
Urtitel ,Der Jube Paulud und die Frauen® von Erid Ludendorff:

wer Jude Paulusd felbft war nidt berfeiratet, aber er Hatte dodh
einen Sofn; benn er fdhreibt in dbem [Jol] Epijtel an Philemon: ,10. So
crmafhne i) did) um meined Sohnes willen, ded Ofnejimos, den id) gezeuget
Babe in meinen Vanden.” Paulud Hat fwohl in jeiner Auffajjung bom bder
Ghe die Mutter feined Sofnes nidjt geheiratet, objchon er bie Bijdjofsehe
cinfebt, da3 [Bolibat alfo ausbdriidlich ablefhnt.’ Wenn man bedentt, dap
Onejimo3 (er {dreibt jid) ohne B§) ein entlaufencr SHave ift, den Paulus
mit bicfem Brief feinemn redjtmifigen Herrn mwieder gufendet, dafy bdiefer
Brief ferner in romifder Gefangenjdaft gejdjrichen ift, bann Iann es fid
felbjtveritandlich niemald um cin leiblidjed Sind des3 Paulus Hanbdeln, gang
abgejehen bavon, daf er diejen felben Onefimosd im 16. BVerd Bruder nennt,
fogar Bruder nady dbem Fleijd). Wer die Sprade ded Paulusd Iennt, tweik,
bafy der Yusbrud ,zeugen’, den Paulud al3 anjdauliches Bild vermendet,
nidit3 toeiter befagt, al8 baf diefer entlaufene S¥ave bont bem gefangenen
Paulus gum Chriftentum befehrt ift, daher fein geijtiges Kind ift, twobei
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ber Gebanle der MWicdergeburt ftillfdweigend mit in bas Wil Hineinjpielt,
baf aber bdicfer {clbe Sllabe a8 EYrift und Menfdj audy fein Wruder ift. . . -
Ginc anbere Yuslequng ift gar nidt moglid, fo willfommen fie dem, et
gegen Paulud fdjreibt, aud) odre. E8 ift bebauerlid), baf in der Beifung
be8 @encrald Ludendorff folde Mifbdeutungen gu lefen find.”

Diefer Veridyt ijt dem ,NReid)8boten” entnommen. CEr lift [ubdens
borfid Feindjdaft gegen Wibel und Ghrijtentum bdeutlidh erfermen. Die
gange Ladjerlidfeit und Dreijtigleit Lubdenborffjder Vibelauslegung twicd
cinem recht Har, twenn man gum Vergleid) die Stelle 1 Stor. 4, 15 Herans
gieht. Da {djreibt Paulus an die gange Chrijtengemeinde gu Sforinth: I
Babe cud) gezeuget in Chrijto JEfu durd) dad Eoangeliunt.” Paulus fonnte
jene GYrijten, die er aud) feine ,Britder” nennt (1 Stor. 1, 26), mit Redt ald
feine geiftliden Stinder Dezeidinen; benn DBei feiner gweiten MifjionSreife
Bat er anbderthald Jabhre Iang in Storinth) bas Wort bom Sireuz gepredigt
(Apoit. 18, 4) und dadurd) eine bliihende Gemeinde dajelbjt gejammelt. Wie
Paulus 18tor.4,156 und Philem. 10 §id) al8 geiftlidien Vater feiner Gemeins
den und Gemeindeglieder bezeidinet, fo WwEhE er Gal. 4, 19 aud) dad Bild
der Muiter. Um die in Werlgereditigleit verfallencn Galater gur lmbehc
au betvegen, fdhreibt er u. a.: ,Meine licben Stinder, tweldje idh abermal mit
€ingjten gebdve.” ud) die Galater hat Paulus guvor ,jeine lieben Vrils
dexr” genannt, Gal. 4, 12,

Mige Ludendorff in Bubunft mit feiner ,Vibelausdlegung®, die feinem
dyriftusfeindlidien Herzen entipringt, die nitige Juriidhaltung twahrenl Ders
jenige vermag die Vibel nidyt redit audzulegen, der nidjt felbjt iviedergeboren
ift und mit Jafobus jpredjen fann: ,Goit Hat und gegeuget nad) feinem
Willen durd) das Wort der Walrheit”, Jal. 1, 18; bgl. 1 Petr. 1, 28,

(64, Herrmann in Cv.=Luth. Freificde.)

Aflindifdhe dfumenijde Sirdjenfonferens. uch in Indien berbreitet fidy
der Unionidmus in den dortigen Mifjionen. Wie das , Cv.-Luth. Mifjionss
blatt” mitteilt, dringt man auf Vereiniqung aller drijtliden Clemente in
Jnbien.  Wir lefen: ,BVom 7. bid zum 9. November 1931 tagte in Ragpur
unter dbem Vorjifs ded Vijdiofs Azariah von Dornafel die Alinbdijde Stons
fereny fiix firdilide GinGeit. Sie forderte fiic Yndien gebicterijd die Lojung
von einer Stirdjenpolitif, die in den Léimbdern deds Wejtens jene Sdranfen
erridjtet Bat, weldhe die Glicder der Stirchen an ciner bollen BVertvirllidung
ibrer tefentlic) gegebenen GEinbeit gehindert Haben. E3 jollen jept ends
giiltige Sdjritte unternommen toerden, um die Glicder der eingelnen Stirden
und Gemeinden gu gemeinjamer evangelijdier Tat su verbinden. Die Nirden
follen alles dranfefien, um die Abhaltung gemeinjanmer Gotteddienjte und
AbendmablSfeiern gu fordern. Aud) die Frage der Vereinfeitlidung ded
Q_lottcsbimftcs foll eingehend unterjudit und die Moglichfeiten fiix ein fibers
cinfommen injichtlich der firdlicdhen Organifation und Verivaltung griindlid

, extoogen tverben.” M.

. Bortugel and dic cvangelijfe Miffion. Das ,Sirdenblatt” beridyet:
~Die portugiefijje Regicrung Hat die Auffebung der deutiden, englijdjen
und amerifanijdien protejtantijden Miffionen in der portugiefijdhen Stolonie
Ungola in Wejtafrila verfiigt. Die Regierung begriindet diefe Mafnalhme
bamit, bafj bie Tdtigleit diefer linternehmungen Dder portugicfijien Bers
toaltung Sdjaden bringe.” 3.2 M.
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